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City of Grants Wastewater Treatment Plant and Main Lift Station Improvements 
City of Grants, Cibola County, New Mexico 

Section 595 Water Resources Development Act 
 

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), Albuquerque District, in cooperation 
with and at the request of the City of Grants, New Mexico, is planning to retrofit an 
existing sewer lift station and wastewater treatment plant facility.  The construction work 
would be conducted under Section 595 of the Water Resources Development Act of 1999 
(Public Law 106-53; 33 U.S.C. 2201 et seq.), as amended.  The Act authorizes the Corps 
to provide assistance for design and construction of water-related environmental 
infrastructure and resource protection and development projects in Idaho, Montana, rural 
Nevada, New Mexico, and rural Utah.  The Act requires that a cooperative agreement be 
established between the Federal and non-Federal interests.  In general, the Federal share 
of project costs under each cooperative agreement is 75 percent of the total project costs.  
The proposed construction period is approximately six months and is expected to start in 
spring 2008.  The total estimated construction cost for this proposed project is $2 million.  
The non-Federal cost share is approximately $500,000.  The Federal cost share is 
approximately $1,500,000. 

 
An Environmental Assessment titled “City of Grants Wastewater Treatment Plant 

and Main Lift Station Improvements”, dated August 2007, was prepared for the City by 
Forsgren Associates Inc.  Council of Environmental Quality regulations (40 Code of 
Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 1506), state in Section 1506.3, paragraph (a): 

 
“An agency may adopt a Federal draft or final environmental impact statement or 

portion thereof provided that the statement or portion thereof meets the standards for an 
adequate statement under these regulations.” 
 

In addition, in the Corps’ Regulations Implementing NEPA (33 CFR 230), 
paragraph 21 states, “A District Commander may also adopt another agency’s 
EA/FONSI.”  
 

Since the time when Forsgren Associates Inc. completed the Environmental 
Assessment in August 2007, no changes have occurred in the scope of work for the 
proposed project.  No changes have occurred to potential impacts to threatened and 
endangered species.  There currently are no sensitive, threatened, or endangered species; 
critical habitat; or other species with management concerns in the proposed project area.  
The Environmental Assessment was publicly reviewed between July 24 and August 23, 
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2007.  Therefore, the Corps has adopted the Forsgren Associates Inc. Environmental 
Assessment, and prepared this Finding of No Significant Impact.   
 
           The City of Grants owns and operates an aerated-lagoon wastewater treatment 
plant which is fed by a main lift station that collects and pumps sewage from the City’s 
collection system.  The wastewater treatment plant and main lift station were constructed 
and commissioned in the early 1990s.  The purpose of the proposed City of Grants / 
Corps’ project is to replace worn and damaged equipment in both the plant and lift 
station, as well as modernize other systems within the facilities for a 20-year design 
horizon. 
 
 Wear of normal operating equipment at the wastewater treatment plant has greatly 
increased the need for operator attention, and some equipment has stopped functioning.  
The existing automatic bar screen has been inoperable for many years and requires 
manual cleaning with a hand-held rake.  Disinfection is currently accomplished with a 
manually-set gaseous chlorine system which is not flow-paced to optimize chlorine 
consumption.  The existing influent and effluent flow meters are not functioning properly 
and do not accurately log plant flows.  Other minor systems that would require 
replacements or updating are the telemetry system, HVAC and electrical components. 
 
 Raw sewage overflows often occur due to main lift station electrical motor control 
center (MCC) and pump failures.  The MCC failures can be attributed to exposure to 
corrosive gases leaking through the metal plate covers over the raw sewage wetwell.  The 
pump failures are usually caused by large objects, such as rocks and lumber, entering the 
un-screened wetwell and shearing the impellers on the submersible pumps.   
 
 The New Mexico Environmental Department (NMED) and the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) have placed a requirement on the City of 
Grants to cease raw sewage overflows at the main lift station and the wastewater 
treatment plant. 
 
 The proposed action involves the installation of new equipment at both the main 
sewer lift station and wastewater treatment plant sites to replace the damaged or 
inoperable gear. 
 
 The proposed action at the wastewater treatment plant would be to replace the 
existing influent screen with a new, band-type fine screen with an integral screening 
washer/compactor to minimize organic content of screenings.  The influent and effluent 
flow meters would be replaced with modern ultrasonic level sensors to reduce operator 
maintenance and allow for disinfection flow-pacing.  The gaseous chlorine system would 
also be replaced with a safer hypochlorite solution feed system.  Other upgrades would 
include a new programmable logic controller with supervisory control and data 
acquisition communication and replacement of various HVAC and electrical equipment. 
 
 The proposed action at the main lift station would include removing all motor 
control centers from further corrosive gas exposure in the building and relocating them to 
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a new, separate electrical building.  The new electrical building would be directly 
adjacent to the lift station and within the fenced property owned by the City.  The pumps 
would be protected from damage caused by large debris by the installation of a sewage 
grinder upstream of the pumps to reduce the size of the objects to be pumped to the 
wastewater treatment plant. 
 

Cultural resources surveys of the project area have been conducted and the 
investigation has determined that there are no artifacts, archaeological sites, or historic 
properties within or adjacent to the project area.  American Indian Tribes that have 
indicated they have tribal concerns within Cibola County have been contacted and all 
cultural resources concerns have been discussed and resolved.  No traditional cultural 
properties are known to occur in the vicinity of the project area.  Based on the results of 
the cultural resources investigation, the Corps has determined that there will be "No 
Historic Properties Affected" by construction of the project.  The New Mexico State 
Historic Preservation Officer has concurred with the Corps determination of no effect. 
 
 Best Management Practices that would be employed during construction include 
the use of silt fences and the use of already paved or graveled roads for access to the 
compounds.  
 
 Another alternative considered replacing old equipment in the existing structures 
and constructing new structures at different locations.  This alternative action would have 
much higher costs and would disturb additional lands.  For these reasons the considered 
alternative was not proposed. 
 
 Under the No-Action alternative, no Federal funding would be expended to 
modernize the City of Grants wastewater treatment plant. The City of Grants would 
continue raw sewage overflows at the facility in violation of New Mexico Environmental 
Department and the United States Environmental Protection Agency requirements. 
Replacement and upgrading critical facility components would be delayed until suitable 
funding from other sources would be obtained. The No-Action alternative is perceived as 
an undesirable course of action for protection of human health and safety.  
 
 The Clean Water Act (CWA) provides for the protection of waters and wetlands 
of the United States from impacts associated with discharges or placement of dredged or 
fill material in Waters of the U.S., including wetlands, as defined under Section 404 of 
the CWA.  Since no dredged or fill material would be placed within wetlands or other 
waters of the U.S., a 404 (b)(1) evaluation would not be performed.  Additionally, the 
project would not require National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) 
permitting under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act since the total amount of disturbed 
area is less than one acre. The proposed wastewater treatment plant and main lift station 
improvements would occur outside the floodplain and would not significantly alter any 
natural feature or use of the area.  Therefore, the planned action is consistent with 
Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain Management).  The proposed work complies with 
Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) as no wetlands are within the project 
area. 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
1.1 Background and Location 
 

The United States Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), Albuquerque 
District, in cooperation with, and at the request of, the City of Grants, New 
Mexico, is planning a project to retrofit an existing sewer lift station and 
wastewater treatment plant facility.  The project is needed to replace aging and 
damaged equipment. 

 
The rehabilitation work will be conducted under Section 595 of the Water 

Resources Act of 1999 (Public Law 106-53) as amended.  The Act authorizes the 
Corps to provide assistance in the form of design and construction for water-
related environmental infrastructure, resource protection, and development 
projects in Idaho, Montana, rural Nevada, New Mexico, and rural Utah.  Type 
projects included in the Act are: wastewater treatment and related facilities, storm 
water retention and remediation, environmental restoration, surface water 
resource protection and development, and sewer and water line replacement. 

 
Provisions under the Act require that the project be publicly owned to 

receive assistance.  As such, the non-Federal sponsor for the proposed project is 
the City of Grants, New Mexico.  The Act further requires that a cooperative 
agreement be established between the Federal and non-Federal interests.  In 
general, the Federal share of the project costs under cooperative agreement is 75 
percent of the total project cost.   

 
The proposed project area is located within the City of Grants’ boundary 

(see Figures 1 and 2).  The project consists of two locations which are the main 
lift station and the wastewater plant and would affect an area less than one acre. 

 
The Project start date would be March 2008 and construction activities 

would last approximately 180 days.  
 
 
1.2 Purpose and Need 
 

The City of Grants owns and operates an aerated lagoon wastewater 
treatment plant which is fed by a main lift station that collects and pumps sewage 
from the City’s collection system.  The wastewater treatment plant and main lift 
station were constructed and commissioned in the early 1990s.  The purpose of 
the project is to replace worn and damaged equipment in both the plant and lift 
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station, as well as modernize other systems within the facilities to ensure 
operability over a 20-year design horizon.   

 
Normal operating equipment wear at the wastewater treatment plant has 

greatly increased the need for operator attention and some equipment has stopped 
functioning.  The existing automatic bar screen has been inoperable for many 
years and requires manual cleaning with a hand-held rake.  Disinfection is 
currently accomplished with a manually-set gaseous chlorine system which is not 
flow-paced to optimize chlorine consumption.  The existing influent and effluent 
flow meters are not functioning properly and do not accurately log plant flows.  
Other minor systems would require replacement or updating such as the telemetry 
system, HVAC and electrical components. 

 
The main lift station often suffers raw sewage overflows due to electrical 

motor control center (MCC) and pump failures.  The MCC failures can be 
attributed to exposure to corrosive gases leaking through the metal plate covers 
over the raw sewage wetwell.  The pump failures are usually caused by large 
objects, such as rocks and lumber, entering the un-screened wetwell and shearing 
the impellers on the submersible pumps. 
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FIGURE 1. 
 
LOCATION MAP FOR THE CITY OF GRANTS WASTEWATER TREATMENT 

PLANT AND MAIN LIFT STATION IMPROVEMENTS 
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FIGURE 2. 

 
LOCATION MAP FOR THE CITY OF GRANTS WASTEWATER TREATMENT 

PLANT AND MAIN LIFT STATION IMPROVEMENTS 
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1.3 Regulatory Compliance 
 

This Environmental Assessment was prepared by Forsgren Associates, 
Inc, in compliance with all applicable Federal Statutes, Regulations, and 
Executive Orders, Including the following: 

 
• Archaeological Resources Protection Act of 1979 (16U.S.C. 470) 
• Clean Water Act of 1972 (CWA) 
• Clean Air Act of 1972, as amended (42 U.S.C. 7401 et seq.) 
• Endangered Species Act of 1973, (ESA) as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.) 
• Executive Order 12898, Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice in 

Minority Populations and Low Income Populations, 1994 
• Floodplain Management (executive Order 11988) 
• National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) 
• Regulations for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA (40 CFR 1500 

et seq.)  
• National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 U.S.C.470 et seq.) 
• Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 (25 U.S.C.3001 

et seq.) 
• Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural Environment (Executive Order 

11593) 
• Protection of Wetlands (Executive Order 11990) 
• Procedures for Implementing NEPA ( 33 CFR 230; ER 200-2-2) 
• Forsgren Associates, Inc Procedures for Implementing NEPA ( 33 CFR 230) 
• Farmland Protection Policy Act of 1981, as amended (7 U.S.C. 4201 et seq.) 

 
This Environmental Assessment also reflects compliance with all 

applicable State of New Mexico and Local regulations, statutes, policies, and 
standards for conserving the environment such as water and air quality, 
endangered plants and animals, and cultural resources. 

 
 
2.0 PROPOSED ACTION AND ALTERNATIVES 
 

All agencies that assist or take part in projects that utilize Federal funding 
are mandated by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to evaluate 
alternative courses of action.  Typically, alternatives are a set of different 
locations that satisfy certain defined project criteria.  However, alternatives can 
also include design considerations and/or attributes that may mitigate or reduce 
impact generated by a given action.  

 
 In general the NEPA process provides decision makers with an evaluation 

of the present and future conditions with regard to the implementation and timing 
of an alternative at a given site.  Finally, a particular design chosen from 
alternatives evaluated can then be implemented in the best interest of the public 
and environment. 
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2.1 Proposed Action 
 

The proposed action involves the installation of new equipment at both the 
main sewer lift station and wastewater treatment plant sites to replace the 
damaged or inoperable gear.   

 
The proposed action at the wastewater treatment plant would replace the 

existing influent screen with a new, band-type fine screen with an integral 
screenings washer/compactor to minimize screenings organic content.  The 
influent and effluent flow meters would be replaced with modern ultrasonic level 
sensors to reduce operator maintenance and allow for disinfection flow-pacing.  
The gaseous chlorine system would also be replaced with a safer hypochlorite 
solution feed system.  Other upgrades would include a new PLC with SCADA 
communication and replacement of various HVAC and electrical equipment. 

 
The proposed action at the main lift station would include removing all 

motor control centers from further corrosive gas exposure in the building and 
relocating them to a new separate electrical building.  The new electrical building 
would be directly adjacent to the lift station and within the fenced property owned 
by the City.  The pumps would be protected from damage caused by large debris 
by the installation of a sewage grinder upstream of the pumps to reduce the size of 
the objects to be pumped to the wastewater treatment plant.   

 
The project start date would be March 2008 and construction activities 

would last approximately 180 days. 
 
2.2 Alternative Considered 
 

The alternative to replacing old equipment in the existing structures would 
have been to construct new structures at different locations.  This alternative 
action would have much higher costs and would disturb additional lands.  For 
these reasons the considered alternative was not proposed. 

 
2.3 The No-Action Alternative 
 

Under the no-action alternative, the existing damaged and inoperable 
equipment would be left in place.  No Federal funding would be expended and 
there would be no new efforts to the project site or surrounding environment.  
However, the No-Action alternative would not support the requirement placed on 
the City by the New Mexico Environment Department and the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency to cease raw sewage overflows at the main lift 
station and the wastewater treatment plant.  The No-Action alternative should be 
perceived as an environmentally unsound course of action with regard to 
protection of human health and safety. 
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3.0 EXISTING ENVIRONMENT AND FORSEEABLE EFFECTS 
 
3.1 Physical Resources 
 
3.1.1    Physiography, Geology, and Soils 
 
Field Exploration 
 

One exploratory boring was drilled to approximately 21 feet below 
existing grade at the main lift station site.  The soils encountered in the boring 
were continuously examined, visually classified and logged during the drilling 
operation.  Drilling was accomplished using a truck mounted drill rig equipped 
with 5-inch diameter continuous flight hollow stem auger.  Subsurface materials 
were sampled at five-foot intervals or less utilizing an open tube split barrel 
sampler driven by a standard penetration test hammer. 

 
Subsurface Soil Conditions 
 

As indicated by the exploratory boring, the soils underlying the site consist 
predominately of sandy clays with varying amounts of gravel.  These soils, which 
extended to full depth explored, were generally medium to high in plasticity and 
soft moisture contents during drilling were generally high throughout the extent of 
the boring.  There would be no effect to soils by the proposed project or by the 
no-action alternative. 

 
3.1.2    Climate 
 

Cibola County has a seemingly mild, semiarid climate with relatively 
warm weather year round.  The average temperatures for the four seasons are as 
follows: Spring: 50°F, Summer: 75°F, Autumn: 70°F, Winter: 45°F.  The average 
rainfall is 8-10 inches per year.  The average Percentage of Sunshine is greater 
than 70%.  The thunderstorm season usually falls around mid-June.  

 
3.1.3 Water Resources 
 

Section 402 of the Clean Water Act (CWA; 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) as 
amended regulates point-source discharges of pollutants into waters of the United 
States and specifies that storm-water discharged associated with construction 
activities shall be conducted under the National Pollution Discharge Elimination 
System (NPDES) guidance.  Construction activities associated with storm-water 
discharges are characterized by such things as clearing, grading, and excavation, 
subjecting the underlying soils to erosion by storm-water, which results in a 
disturbance to one or more acres of land.  The NPDES general permit guidance 
for stormwater runoff would not apply to this project because the total project 
area is less than one acre. 
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Section 404 of the Clean Water Act (CWA; 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq.) as 
amended, provides for the protection of waters of the United States through 
regulation of the discharge of dredged or fill material.  The Corps’ regulatory 
Program (33 CFR Parts 320-330) requires that a Section 404 evaluation be 
conducted for all proposed construction that may affect waters of the United 
States.  Section 404 of the CWA does not apply to this project, as there would be 
no discharge of dredged or fill material into waters of the United States.  

 
3.1.4 Floodplains and Wetlands 
 

Executive Orders 11988 (Flood plain Management) provides Federal 
guidance for activities within the floodplains of inland and coastal waters.  The 
order requires Federal agencies to take action to reduce the risk of flood loss, to 
minimize the impact of floods on human safety, health, and welfare, and to restore 
and preserve the natural and beneficial values served by floodplains.  Impacts to 
the historic or current floodplains are not expected due to the proposed project. 

 
  Executive Order 11990 (Protection of Wetlands) requires the avoidance, 

to the greatest extent possible, of both long and short-term impacts associated 
with the destruction, modification, or other disturbance of wetland habitats.  The 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was contacted to determine if wetlands exist in the 
area.  There are no wetlands within the project area, and therefore, no impacts to 
wetlands would occur. 

 
3.1.5 Air Quality, Noise, and Aesthetics 
 

The City of Grants in Cibola County, New Mexico is not ranked (ranking 
defined as surpassing given limits) in any of the main three categories (Health 
Risks, Exposures, and Emissions) affecting humans.  All three categories given 
have all reported less than 20% output with the exception of Sulfur Dioxide which 
is posted at 40%.  

 
The proposed project would result in a temporary but negligible increase 

in suspended dust particles from construction activities.  A Fugitive Dust Control 
Permit is needed when there will be surface disturbance to three-quarters of an 
acre, and will therefore not be required on this project.  Air quality in Cibola 
County and surrounding areas would not be affected by the proposed project or by 
the no-action alternative.   

 
Background noise levels in the proposed project area are relatively low.  

According to the Noise Center for the League for the Hard of Hearing (League for 
the Hard of Hearing, 2004), a typical, quiet residential area, has a noise level of 
40 decibels.  A residential area near heavy traffic has a noise level of 85 decibels.  
Heavy machinery has a noise level of 120 decibels.  During construction, noise 
would temporarily increase in the vicinity during vehicle and equipment 
operation. The Noise Center advises that noise levels about 85 decibels will harm 
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hearing over time and noise levels about 140 decibels can cause damage to 
hearing after just one exposure.  However, the increase in the noise during 
construction would be minor and temporary, ending when construction is 
complete.  Therefore the proposed project would not significantly increase noise. 

 
Aesthetically, the terrains of the project areas are characterized by an 

existing wastewater treatment plant and lift station.  The areas receive no public 
traffic as they are restricted by fencing.  Aesthetic conditions would not be 
affected by the proposed project or by the no-action alternative.  

 
3.2 Biological Resources 
       
3.2.1 Vegetation Communities 
 
  Please refer to Species Table on page 12. 

Considering that most of the proposed work will be done within graveled fenced 
areas and within buildings, there will be no substantial impacts to the vegetative 
community.  This assumption was corroborated by the Department of Game and 
Fish in their response letter, contained in Appendix B, which stated, “[We do] not 
anticipate significant impacts to wildlife or sensitive habitats.” 

 
3.2.2 Wildlife                                

 
The proposed project construction would be confined to an area less than 

one acre completely contained within a fenced area, and therefore no significant 
impacts should occur to the wildlife as a result of the proposed project or the no-
action alternative.  Since most of our work will be done within fenced areas and 
within buildings, there shouldn’t be any impacts. 

 
 
3.2.3 Special Status Species  
 

Species that may occur in the area are listed in Table 1. Three agencies 
have primary responsibility for protecting and conserving plant and animal 
species within the proposed project area.  The United States Fish and Wildlife 
Service (USFWS), under authority of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 (16 
U.S.C. 1531), as amended, has the responsibility for Federal listed species.  
Special status animal species listed by USFWS may occur in or near the project 
areas but are not anticipated to occur.  New Mexico Game & Fish Department 
was contacted with regard to endangered species.  None were identified in this 
area. Considering that most of the proposed work will be done within graveled 
fenced areas and within buildings, there will be no substantial impacts to any 
wildlife species.  This assumption was corroborated by the Department of Game 
and Fish in their response letter, contained in Appendix B, which stated, “[We do] 
not anticipate significant impacts to wildlife or sensitive habitats.” 
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3.3 Cultural Resources 
 

The State Historic Preservation office was contacted.  No historic sites 
have been identified in this area.  A walkover reconnaissance survey was 
conducted.  This survey did not reveal anything of historical significance within 
the proposed site.  We believe that where will be “no historic properties affected” 
for this project. 

 
A meeting was held January 25, 2007 with the City of Grants and the 

Acoma Pueblo.  The meeting was held at the Pueblo’s request to inform them of 
issues relating to the proposed wastewater treatment plant and main lift station 
upgrade.  The City explained that the upgrades were needed to replace aged and 
damaged equipment to prevent any further raw sewage overflows.  The 
representatives of the Pueblo requested that a more open dialogue with the City be 
established.  Further details are contained in a letter in the appendix. 

 
A concurrence letter was received by SHPO and is contained in Appendix 

A – Cultural Resources Report. 
 
3.4 Land Use and Socioeconomic Considerations 
 

The City of Grants is located approximately 50 miles west of 
Albuquerque, New Mexico.  The 2007 population of Grants was about 9,200, 
with the population density being about 2/km2.  The ethnic background is: White, 
39.61%; African American, 0.96%; Native American, 40.32%; Asian, 0.38%; 
Pacific Islander, 0.05%; Other, 15.44%; and Hispanic or Latino of any race, 
33.42%.  The age range percentages are as follows: 18-24, 27.50%; 25-44, 
21.50%; and 45-64, 10.70%, of these 50.60% are married, 18.30% are single 
women, and 24.60% are non-families.  The median age is reported at 33 years old 
and median income is standing at $27,774.00.  The census states that 21.5% of the 
population is living at or below the national poverty level.  

 
3.5 Human Health and Safety 
 

A main concern addressed by this proposed project is to ensure that 
critical equipment in the sewage collection and treatment systems operate 
properly in order to cease raw sewage overflows.  Human health and safety would 
be beneficially affected due to the proposed project. 
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3.6 Environmental Justice 
 

Executive Order 12898 (Federal Actions to Address Environmental Justice 
in Minority Low-Income Populations; February 11, 1994) was designed to focus 
the attention of federal agencies on the human health and environmental 
conditions of minority and low-income communities.  It requires federal agencies 
to adopt strategies to address environmental justice concerns within the context of 
agency operations and proposed actions.  In an accompanying memorandum, 
President Clinton emphasized that existing laws, such as the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), should provide an opportunity for federal 
agencies to assess the environmental hazards and socioeconomic impacts 
associated with any given agency action upon minority and low-income 
communities.  

 
 In April of 1995, the EPA released a guidance document entitled 

Environmental Justice Strategy:  Executive Order 12898.  In short, this document 
defines the approaches by which the EPA will ensure that disproportionately high 
environmental and/or socioeconomic effects of minority and low-income 
communities are identified and addressed.  Further, it establishes agency wide 
goals for all Native Americans with regard to Environmental Justice issues and 
concerns.  No adverse impacts on minority and low-income populations are 
expected and there would be no adverse environmental justice impacts under the 
proposed action.  

  
3.7 Cumulative Impacts 
 

NEPA defines cumulative effects as “… the impact on the environment 
which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other, past, 
present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency 
(Federal or non- Federal) or person undertakes such other actions.”   

 
The footprint of the proposed project lies within properties located within 

a disturbed, fenced lot where existing located.  Since the construction work 
primarily involves the installation of new equipment, most environmental impacts 
associated with the proposed project would have occurred from previous 
development activities.  These impacts have stabilized and have been considered 
the baseline against which impacts of the proposed project have been compared.  
For these reasons, the proposed project when combined with past, present, or 
future activities within the City of Grants would not significantly add to or raise 
local cumulative environmental impacts to a level of significance.  

 
4.0 CONCLUSIONS AND SUMMARY 

 
The proposed action evaluated in this EA addresses the method and 

potential effects for the installation of the improvements to the City of Grants 
main sewer lift station and wastewater treatment plant. 
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Due to the previously disturbed area of the project, impacts to the 

environment would be non-significant and short-term.  The proposed project 
would benefit City operations personnel and citizens adjacent to the sewage 
facilities.  Therefore, construction of the proposed project would not significantly 
affect the quality of the human environment and is recommended for 
implementation. 

 
Based upon completion of this Final Environmental Assessment, and the 

non-receipt of adverse comments from the completion of the public notice, it is 
further recommended that a Finding of No Significant Impact be issued for this 
project. 

 
5.0 PREPARATION, CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION 
 

This Environmental Assessment (EA) was prepared for the City of Grants 
by Forsgren Associates, Inc. based in Salt Lake City, Utah.  The primary author is 
Travis Higby, who is a professional civil engineer licensed in the State of New 
Mexico.  

Agencies and entities contacted formally or informally in preparation of 
this Environmental include those listed in Appendix D – Notice of Draft EA 
Availability. 

 
A public hearing for the proposed project was held in the evening on 

August 24, 2007, in the City's Council Chambers.  The public was notified about 
the project by local advertisement published in the Cibola County Beacon.  The 
purpose of the meeting was to inform the public that no adverse concerns or 
comments were received concerning this project and that a construction contract 
would be awarded to complete the work identified in the proposed action 
described in this document. 
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